11/18/ VO 


Dear Tsui, 

After I ¥Mtc you I got from Sylvia a copy of ner letter of 11/16. 

As you know, I cm in accord with it. But that is not why I write. 

I gather from it tnst der experience is like mines, not a single 
communication 1 neve received gives you any suprort end all raise basic questions 
of tne use, tue limited possibilities of tue use and the lack of validity of the 
work itself. 

As one who has often stood alone, A know tnat the number of those with 
whom one disagrees is not in itself necessarily persuasive, especially to a 
stubborn men, as I con be (but think I am less tnan once was). 

;.iowever. those woo ir-ve disagreed with you include many whose judgements 
you do nave reason to trust- and respect. 

only you can judge the universality of agreement. From what I've seen 
there is that. *rr«n what Sylvia says she also has seen that:. So, I think the time 
has come- did some time ego - when you neve to ask yourself can all these people 
V" won? and I am right? Is it possible? Is i- reasonable? 

And you should ask yourself for what you stand alone. Something of 
intrinsic value, something of importance? A good thing? 

Is this such a thing? Whet is there good in it? what meaning of signi- 
ficance, reel significance can you extract from or attribute to it-even assuming it 
to be valid? Vhat does it add to knowledge? how does it better help unde sat end 
wnat did or did not nap en? 

If it can do any of these things, can it be said that it doe? it 
dependably? Does it put an end to any of tue lingering doubts, the rlaguing 
questions? Can it be use i to carry any work further? Even any logical thinking? 

My belief is that if cannot be used for any really worthwhile purpose, 
even if you could get it believed, even if it were valid. 

So, where does it leave you end us? 

.And one question the answer to which I would very muuu like to know- of 
all too many things you could have done, why this? 

Sincerely, 



